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„The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 

THE REPLY FILED 25 July 2007 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
1 M The reply was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 
' Jhis appSon, applicant must timely file one of the following replies: (1) an amendment affidav.t or or (Z) 

nlares the aoDl cation in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .31 or (3) 
^Request ffSued ^mination (ROE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 4. The reply must be filed within one of the following 
time periods: 

□ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 



a) 
b) 



The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever » later. In 
no event however will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection^ 
Examiner Note If box 1 is checked, check either box (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 
TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 706.07(f). 
Pensions of file mav be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
have S fiwTs the da?! for ptoses o determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. |he approp^^n8»n fee 
,Zl v CFR 1 17(a) is calculated from- (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action, or (2) as 
set forth in S l^?S^/S^ «^ by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even ,f timely filed, 
may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

2TnTL°No^L P ofADPeal was filed on . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 

2 U Ig the NotlctTA pe a al (37 CFR4lT7(a)). or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41 37(e)), tc > avoic i dismissa 0 f the appeal. Since 
a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 

AMENDMENTS 

3 □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) D They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(cj | □ They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal; and/or . 
(d)D They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: .(See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324). 
5 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

7 □ For p a Ir 3 pTses%?a i p n peal, the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered, or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 
how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 

8 n The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will ncl be entered 
le J^Z^aT/Je6 to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence » necessary and 
was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1 .1 16(e). 

9 □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief will] qoJ . be 
entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome aJJ rejections under appeal and/or -appellarrt .fa ris to provide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 .33(d)(1). 

10 □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDF RATION/OTHER . . 

1 1 . E The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in cond.tion for allowance because: 

See Continuation Sheet. 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s). 

13. □ Other: _. 
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Continuation of 1 1 . does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because applicant's arguments, see REMARKS, have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

a) Applicant argued that Anderson fails to describe "a buffered image storage module to temporarily store the digital images during 
uploading prior to determining the pre-provisioned user account associated with the unique device ID, and prior to associating the digital 
images with a particular cellular phone device"... Furthermore, even if Anderson were to temporarily store images during uploading, there 
is no indication that the Gateway Server of Anderson would provide the temporary storage". The examiner respectfully disagrees with the 
applicant's argument and the examiner contends that Anderson discloses the above claimed limitations. Anderson discloses evidently that 
"The gateway server 18, which communicates with the cameras 14 during image uploading" (see col. 4, lines 24-46). Since Gateway 
server, 18, is the first element in connection with the memory of the camera, 82a, through the internet all digital images that are uploaded 
must be temporarily saved in the gateway server, 18, till full upload is completed before they are transferred to the database, 20, of the 
photo-sharing service. Furthermore, Anderson also discloses that "The process assumes that a user has just acquired a digital camera 14 
customized as described above, and has just taken the camera 14 out of its box in step 100. After taking pictures with the camera in step 
1 02, the user may review the images in the camera's LCD screen and optionally select a set of images to upload to the photo sharing 
service 16 in step 104. The user then presses a "send" button on the camera in step 106 to upload the images" (see col. 9, lines 60-67). 
Apparently, the uploading and temporary storing process is happened prior the account information is received and validated and prior to 
associating the digital images with a particular cellular phone device. Thus, Anderson discloses the claimed limitations of "a buffer image 
storage module to temporarily store the digital images during uploading prior to determining the pre-provisioned user account associated 
with the unique device ID, and prior to associating the digital images with a particular cellular phone device". 

b) Applicants argued that "even if Anderson were to store images in the Gateway Server during the image upload process, Anderson 
would still fail to describe, "a buffered image storage module to temporarily storie the digital images during uploading ... prior to associating 
the digital images with a particular cellular phone device"". The examiner respectfully disagrees. Since, Anderson discloses that "the 
camera is provided with default Internet service provider (ISP) information during manufacturing, including an ISP access number, and 
user ID and password (if required). The camera establishes connection with the default ISP in step 1 18 by dialing the preloaded access 
number, and by sending the preloaded user ID and password to the ISP" (col. 10, lines 15-28, for more details see cols. 10-12). Thus, 
Anderson teaches "a module allowing a user to specify a user name and password for the user account that has been automatically 
established, when online access to the data is predicated upon user input of the user specified user name and password". 

It is noted that the examiner relies upon reference, as a whole, to anticipate the instant claim, but reference's specific citations to pinpoint 
pertinent passages to aid in the understandings of the reference as applied to the particular claimed elements. 

c) Applicant argued that "Yeh also fails to describe or suggest that "upon a first user request for data from the website, receiving the 
entry of a user defined login and password for providing access to data on the Website, and associating the user defined login and 
password with the user account". The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's argument. Figure 4 of Yeh clearly shows a step 
(122), which allow the subscribe log on the website. The step (122) specifically requires a first user request to enter username and 
password. Since, Yeh teaches the claimed limitation of "upon a first user request for data from the website, receiving the entry of a user 
defined login and password for providing access to data on the Website, and associating the user defined login and password with the 
user account", it is believed that Anderson and Yeh disclose all the limitations of the independent claim 63 from which claims 64-71 
depend. Thus, the combination of Anderson and Yeh can be used to establish prima facie obviousness for claims 64-71 because the 
references teach or suggest all claim limitations as required. See MPEP § 2143.03. Therefore, prima facie obviousness under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 has been established.. 
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